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lally, labeling theorists, like their critics, are quick to acknowl-it labeling theory is not really a "theory" (Becker 1974, Lemert ains and Kitsuse 1973). Instead, it is a loosely constructed per-that simply admonishes us to acknowledge and to evaluate the }f official processing on the individual.
these criticisms, labeling theorists believe that they have been preted and that their loosely formulated ideas have been extended irther than they intended. Thus they maintain that, while we o home again" to the old-style criminology, neither can we place iance on a labeling perspective (Lemert 1974, pp. 466-467). In-he term "labeling theory" should be discarded and a new term : interactionist theory (Becker 1974, p. 6). In studying any episode nee, we would be concerned with all three contributors to it: rule ;, rule makers, and rule enforcers.
DICAL THEORY
theory is the last of the bodies of theory with which we will be con-According to this perspective, crime is the product of a perpetual uggle in which the ruling segments of capitalist society (1) define iminal behavior is, based on their particular self-interests; (2) le social conditions that make criminals out of working-class peo-(3) then devise legal machinery by which to maintain control over ople. The rules and practices that govern crime, therefore, and inogenic conditions that produce it, are the products of the ineq-d injustices of a capitalist social order.
this view of the sources of crime, radical theorists strongly imply nan nature is inherently good. While people may inherit some self-.encies, they become really bad only if society defines or makes at way. Hence if they were liberated from the evils of capitalism m the class struggle, their cooperative instincts would become it and a humane, crime-free society would emerge. The social vhich is now characterized by conflict and coercion, would be , and cooperation would dominate social relations and interac-
:al theory is rooted in two theoretical traditions: in the traditions of theory, which suggests that social order is maintained not by the >nsensus of the governed but by the coercion of the majority by a 1 few, and in the emphasis of Marxian theory on "dialectical lism," the belief that history is characterized by a succession ofing about it. A deviant identity, in short, is an aid to rehabilitation, not a hindrance. what they have done. It cannot correct their problems.
